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Table 30: Proposed Calaveras County Class II Bikeways 


Segment Name From To Community 
Length 
(Feet) 


Length 
(Miles) 


 Total Cost      
(1000s)       2006 


Dollars


Total Cost 
Adjusted for 
Inflation (1) Priority 


SR 4 Pennsylvania Gulch Rd. Tom Bell Rd. Murphys 1,901 0.4 $19 $22.32 A 
SR 49 Pool Station Rd. Mountain Ranch Rd. San Andreas 7145 1.4 $67 $78.11 A 
Main St. SR 49 SR 4 SR 4 Angels Camp 12618 2.4 $114 $133.91 A 
SR 12 Lime Creek Rd. Pine Street Valley Springs 3,257 0.6 $29 $39.24 B 
SR 26 SR 12 Hogan Dam Rd. Valley Springs 2,517 0.5 $24 $32.70 B 
SR 26/104 Snead Rd. RailRd. Flat Rd. West Point 10,040 1.9 $90 $124.26 B 
Main Street SR 26/104 Pine Street West Point 1,803 0.3 $14 $19.62 B 
Stanislaus Ave San Joaquin Gold Cliff Angels Camp 1145 0.2 $10 $13.08 C 


Total Proposed Class II 40,426 7.7 $367 $463


Source:  Calaveras County DRAFT Bicycle Master Plan, 2007.


Note 1: An annual growth rate of 3.2% was applied to construction costs to account for inflation. The rate is based on the growth of the Engineering News Record's Construction Cost Index for San Francisco 
from December 1996 to December 2006. Priority A project costs were increased to reflect 5 years of inflation and Priority B and C project costs were increased to reflect 10 years of inflation.


 
 


Table 31: Proposed Calaveras County Class III Bikeways - Rural Road Improvements
 


 


Segment Name From To Community Length (Miles) 


 Total Cost     
(1000s)         


2006 Dollars


Total Cost 
Adjusted for 
Inflation (1) Priority 


Improvement 
Required


Glory Hole Rd. SR 49 Campground A.C./ By Frogtown 2.12 $391 $458 A MODERATE 


SR 26 Baldwin Rd. SR 12 Valley Springs 4.6 $849 $996 A MODERATE 


SR 26 Garner Pl. Baldwin Rd. Jenny Lind 3.38 $624 $731 A MODERATE 


SR 26 Jenny Lind Rd. Garner Pl. Jenny Lind 0.56 $104 $122 A MODERATE 


SR 4 Rolleri Bypass Rd. Murphy's Grade Rd. A.C/ Murphys 7.22 $1,334 $1,563 A MODERATE 


SR 49 Pool Station Rd. San Andreas San Andreas 3.7 $684 $939 B MODERATE 


SR 49 Pool Station Rd. SR 26 San Andreas 7.26 $1,341 $1,842 B MODERATE 


SR 4 Murphy's Grade Rd. Blagen Rd. Pines 12.07 $3,775 $5,187 B MAJOR 


SR 49 Glory Hole Rd. City Limits Angels Camp 0.98 $306 $421 B MAJOR 


Murphy's Grade Rd City Limits Main St. (Murphys) A.C./Murphys 6.27 $1,961 $2,695 B MAJOR 


Murphy's Grade Rd. SR 49 City Limits Angels Camp 0.32 $101 $138 B MAJOR 


O'Byrnes Ferry Rd. Copper Cove Dr. SR 4 Copperopolis 3.87 $1,212 $1,666 B MAJOR 


Calaveritas Rd. San Andreas Dogtown San Andreas/Dogtown 0.88 $274 $376 C MAJOR 
Dogtown Rd. City Limits San Domingo Rd. Dogtown 5.3 $1,657 $2,276 C MAJOR 
Dogtown Rd. San Domingo Rd. Calaveritas Rd. Murphys/Dogtown 5.25 $1,644 $2,259 C MAJOR 
SR 12 Valley Springs SR 49 Valley Springs 7.9 $2,471 $3,394 C MAJOR 
SR 4 Pool Station Rd. City Limits Angels Camp 5.69 $1,780 $2,445 C MAJOR 
SR 4 O'Byrnes Ferry Rd. Salt Spring Valley Rd. Copperopolis 3.99 $1,249 $1,715 C MAJOR 
SR 4 Salt Spring Valley Rd Pool Station Rd. Copperopolis 0.86 $269 $370 C MAJOR 
SR 49 San Andreas Angels Camp San Andreas 9.29 $2,908 $3,995 C MAJOR 
Jesus Maria Rd. SR 26 Rail Road Flat Rd. M Hill/ Mountain Ranch 5.96 $1,864 $2,561 C MAJOR 


97.47 $26,797 $36,151
 


Source:  Calaveras County DRAFT Bicycle Master Plan, 2007.
 
 


Total Rural Road Improvement Projects


Note 1: An annual growth rate of 3.2% was applied to construction costs to account for inflation. The rate is based on the growth of the Engineering News Record's Construction Cost Index for San Francisco from December 1996 
to December 2006. Priority A project costs were increased to reflect 5 years of inflation and Priority B and C project costs were increased to reflect 10 years of inflation.
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additional $196,000 has been acquired from project applicants. It should be noted that these are 
“recommended” funding amounts and subject to change by CCOG. Table 34 also presents 
inflation adjusted costs for the short-term TE projects. An additional $211,000 in funding may be 
needed as construction costs rise over time. 
 


   This list is not  in order of priority.  Projects will be implemented as funding becomes available.


Total Cost Total Cost


Location Proposed Project Description Short-Term Unconstrained TE Funds


Matching 
Funds from 
Applicant


(1000s)    
2006 


Dollars
 Adjusted for 


Inflation (2)


Primary 
Funding 
Source


City of Angels New sidewalks on SR 49 at 
various locations x 465$               110$               565$         662$              TE


Mokelumne Hill Veterans 
District Main St. sidewalk enhancement x 176$               24$                  200$         234$              TE


Foothill Community Parks and 
Recreation (Valley Springs) Cosgrove Creek Bicycle Path x 300$               50$                  350$         410$              TE


Friends of Sierra Nevada 
Logging Museum Shay Locomotive restoration x 100$               12$                  112$         131$              TE


Cowell Creek
Pathways and on-street routes 
between Arnold and White 
Pines


x TE


Ebbetts Pass Rivers and Trails 
Alliance Arnold Bicycle Trails x No TE funding 


at this time TE


Save the Romaggi Adobe 
Association


Restoration of historic stage 
stop and home x No TE funding 


at this time TE


Calaveras County Historical 
Society


New building to house 
transportation items x No TE funding 


at this time TE


Total Cost Estimates  $            1,041  $               196  $     1,227  $          1,438 


Note 1:  Short Term 2005-2015; Long Term 2016-2025.


Source: CCOG and City of Angels


Implementation Period (1)


Table 34:  Calaveras County Transportation Enhancement Projects  20-Year Vision


Note 2: An annual growth rate of 3.2% was applied to construction costs to account for inflation. The rate is based on the growth of the Engineering News Record's Construction Cost Index for San Francisco from 
December 1996 to December 2006. Short-term project costs were increased to reflect 5 years of inflation and long-term project costs were increased to reflect 10 years of inflation.


 
 
Intelligent Transportation Systems 
 
ITS is the integration of computerized, electronic, and communication technologies designed to 
reduce traffic congestion, improve traveler mobility, collect and disseminate real-time traveler 
information, reduce costs, and improve the operation and efficiency of the transportation 
network by integrating both technological components and management strategies to improve 
circulation. Implementation of ITS, with its emphasis on improving traveler mobility, has become 
a priority for the Federal government and the U.S. Department of Transportation.  
 
In California, Caltrans’ New Technology and Research Program have led an effort to develop 
Strategic Deployment Plans for a number of regions (combined counties) throughout the State. 
The Sierra Nevada Region includes the counties of Alpine, Amador, Calaveras, Tuolumne, 
Mariposa, Inyo, and Mono. In 2002, the seven counties developed the Sierra Nevada ITS 
Strategic Deployment Plan. Table 35 lists Calaveras County ITS projects found in this plan. 
They include implementation of speed detection and dynamic warning systems, enhanced 
wireless communication, traffic signal coordination, and road weather information systems. 
 
Transportation Demand Management  
 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) is a general term for strategies that result in more 
efficient use of transportation resources. TDM projects can vary from bikeway improvements to 
ridesharing. Encouraging alternative transportation modes and reducing vehicle use is an 
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Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo,
and the GIS User Community
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Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes Attachment C
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Segment 1 - Route 4 to Stockton Road
Description


Segment 2 - Stanislaus Avenue to Bragg Street


Location #
1
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Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes, Angels Camp 


Photos of Existing Conditions 


 


Segment 1 – Route 4 to Stockton Road 


   


             


 


   


                 


      


 


 


 


 


 


At	Route	4,	Looking	South	 North	of	Monte	Verda	Street,	Looking	South	


South	of	Monte	Verda	Street,	Looking	South North	of	Stockton	Road,	Looking	South







	


	


	


 


    Segment 2 – Stanislaus Avenue to Bragg Street 


 


 


           


             


 


   


                 


            


 


 


 


 


 


	


South	of	Stanislaus	Avenue,	Looking	South	 South	of	Mark	Twain	Road,	Looking	South	


Midway	between	Mark	Twain	and	Bragg	
Street,	Looking	South	


North	Bragg	Street,	Looking	South








Date:


72264


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $115,322.00 $115,322 100% $115,322
2 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
3 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
4 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


5 1 LS $65,000.00 $65,000 100% $65,000 100% $65,000
6 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
7 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
8 1200 CY $25.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
9 865 CY $70.00 $60,550 100% $60,550


10 530 CY $100.00 $53,000 100% $53,000
11 530 CY $60.00 $31,800 100% $31,800
12 480 TON $120.00 $57,600 100% $57,600
13 15 CY $500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
14 7 EA $600.00 $4,200 100% $4,200
15 60 CY $600.00 $36,000 100% $36,000
16 200 CY $500.00 $100,000 100% $100,000
17 190 CY $600.00 $114,000 100% $114,000
18 1 LS $8,000.00 $8,000 100% $8,000
19 5410 SQFT $50.00 $270,500 100% $270,500
20 1 LS $200,000.00 $200,000 100% $200,000
21 530 SQFT $5.50 $2,915 100% $2,915
22 6150 LF $1.00 $6,150 100% $6,150
23 12 EA $250.00 $3,000 100% $3,000


23 F 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000 100% $15,000
24 F 1 LS $8,000.00 $8,000 100% $8,000 100% $8,000


$1,268,537 $1,268,537 $88,000
$63,427 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


25.00% $317,134 $317,134


$1,585,671 $1,585,671


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


25% Max


$15,000
$150,000
$165,000


$235,000 15% 15% Max 


$400,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,985,671


Project Description: Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes, Angels Camp
Segment 1 - Route 4 to Stockton Road, Segment 2 - Stanislaus Avenue to Bragg Street


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Melissa McConnell License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Construction Site Management
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Pl
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Clearing and Grubbing


Erosion Control


Item 


Thermoplastic Pavement Marking


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 5/18/2016City of Angels


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost


Roadway Drainage


Minor Concrete (Staircase)


Irrigation
Subtotal of Construction Items:


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe
Roadside Signs


Cost $


Sidewalk Landscaping


15,000$                                         
Acquisitions and Utilities: 150,000$                                       


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):


Total PE: -$                                                  


Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):


Total Project Cost: $1,985,671


Total Project Delivery: $400,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 235,000$                                       


Total Construction Costs: $1,820,671


Total RW: 165,000$                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:


Temporary Water Pollution Control


Roadway Excavation


Minor Concrete (Driveway)
Detectable Warning Surface


Structural Concrete (Retaining Wall)


Minor Concrete (Sidewalk)


Structure Excavation (Retaing Wall)
Structure Backfill (Retaining Wall)


Minor Concrete (Curb Ramp)
Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A)
Class II Aggregate Base


Minor Concrete (Curb & Gutter)
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CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y YEAR_ LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1PEDCOL BICCOL MCCOL TRUCKCOL ETOH
5041078 ‐120.554 38.07911 2010 501 0 1 3 10 0 1 A Y
6218110 ‐120.554 38.07944 2013 501 0 6 3 8 0 2 A Y
6530415 ‐120.548 38.07383 2014 501 0 5 2 3 0 1 A Y
6533079 ‐120.55 38.07565 2014 501 0 1 2 5 0 1 A Y


http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=gis







TIMECAT MONTH_ CRASHTYP INVOLVE PED PRIMARYR SECONDRDDISTANCE DIRECT INTERSECT PROCDATE JURIS DATE_ TIME_ BADGE JURIDIST
1800 8 G B B RT 49 SOUTH MA 52 S N 11/28/2011 501 8/23/2010 1531 217 ANGEL
1500 7 G B B S MAIN ST DEMAREST 0 Y 3/17/2014 501 7/13/2013 1339 220 CALAV
1500 5 A G A MARK TWAPACIFIC AV 19 E N 8/6/2014 501 5/9/2014 1309 217 ANGEL
1800 4 G G A STANISLAUONEIDA ST 0 Y 7/24/2014 501 4/28/2014 1707 220 CALAV







SHIFT POP SPECIAL BEATTYPE LAPDDIV BEATCLAS BEATNUM WEATHER2STATEHW CALTRANC CALTRANDSTROUTE ROUTESUF POSTPRE POSTMILE LOCATYPE RAMP
5 2 0 0 0 1 ‐ Y CAL 10 49 ‐ ‐ 8.32 H ‐
5 2 0 0 0 ‐ Y 0 0 0
5 2 0 0 0 00B ‐ N 0 0 0
5 2 0 0 0 ‐ N 0 0 0







SIDEHW TOWAWAYPARTIES PCF VIOLCODE VIOL VIOLSUB HITRUN ROADSURFRDCOND1 RDCOND2 LIGHTING RIGHTWAYCHPRDTYP NOTPRIV STFAULT CHPFAULT
S N 2 A ‐ 21950 A N A H ‐ A A 0 Y ‐ ‐


N 3 A ‐ 22107 N A H ‐ A A 0 Y A 7
N 2 A ‐ 22350 N A H ‐ A A 0 Y L 4
N 2 A ‐ 21460 A N A D ‐ B A 0 Y A 1







SEVINJ OTHERINJ COP PEDKILL PEDINJ BICKILL BICINJ MCKILL MCINJURE RAMP1 RAMP2 CITY COUNTY STATE X_CHP Y_CHP
0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ANGELS CACALAVERA CA 0 0
0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 ‐ ‐ ANGELS CACALAVERA CA 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 ‐ ‐ ANGELS CACALAVERA CA 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 ‐ ‐ ANGELS CACALAVERA CA 0 0








Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo,
and the GIS User Community
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Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes
Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions Map


±
Legend


Collisions displayed were attained using 
the TIMS (Transportation Injury Mapping 


Systems)  to query the SWITRS (Statewide 
Integrated Traffic Records System) 


database for accidents occuring between 
January 1, 2010 and December 31, 2014.


Project Location


!( Bicycle Collisions


!( Pedestrian Collisions


The new sidewalks in both segments,
and especially in this commercial area,
will help eliminate pedestrian collisions
such as the two shown on this map.
Both collisions occurred in locations
with no sidewalks. The physical
separation of roadway users will
eliminate many potential conflict points
between pedestrians and vehicles.


The new Class II bike lanes in
Segments 1 and 2 will help
eliminate potential collisions with
vehicles by designating a space in
the roadway for bicycles. The
bicyclists will be less inclined to
make erratic, unsafe movements or
ride incorrectly on the wrong side
of the street.








Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo,
and the GIS User Community


Block Group 1
Population: 146


Median Income: $63896


Block Group 2
Population: 127


Median Income: $30313
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Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes
Disadvantaged Community Map


±
Legend


Disadvantaged*
Not Disadvantaged


Project Location
* Communities whose Median Household
Income is less than 80% of the Statewide


Median ($49,191) based on the most
current Census geography and 2010-2014
American Community Survey (ACS) data


are considered Disadvantaged

















Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo,
and the GIS User Community
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Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes
Safe Routes to School Map


±
The enrollment boundaries for both
Bret Harte Union High School and
Mark Twain Elementary School 


encompass the entire city of Angel's
camp including the extent depicted.


Bret Harte Union
High School


Mark Twain
Elementary School


Legend
Schools












Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes Project, Angels Camp
Bicycle and Pedestrian Count Data and One Year Projections


Counts Take on May 25, 2016


3 4 pm 4 5 pm 7 8 am 8 9 am
Bikes 4 3 Bikes 1 1
Pedestrians 12 6 Pedestrians 5 0


Bikes Pedestrians Bikes per day Pedestrians per day
3 pm hour 7% 8% Segment 1 58 150
7 am hour 4% 2% Segment 2 25 250


* Hourly to Daily Conversion Factors from the National Bicycle and Pedestrian Documentation Project. http://bikepeddocumentation.org/


One Year Projections


Existing Daily New School Trips Commuter Trips Other Total
Walking 400 62 20 60 542
Biking 83 64 6 21 174


1. School trips are based on a 50% increase in walking/biking to school of the number of children that live along the project route.
2. For Commuter trips, ACS data for Angels Camp shows 3.6% of people walk to work, and 1% bike. The total population along the route
is 273 people. Assuming the existing facilities strongly discouraged walking or biking to work, we can assume 3.6% of the population
will now walk and 1% of the population will now bike.
3. Other trips include recreational trips and shopping, assuming an overall 15% increase in walking, and 25% increase in biking.


Segment 2 Stanislaus Ave to Bragg StreetSegment 1 Route 4 to Stockton Road


Hourly to Daily Conversion Factors * Hourly to Daily Conversion


Question 2















NBPD Count Adjustment Factors (March 2009)


4


Table 1


Hourly Adjustment Factors 


Multi-use paths and pedestrian entertainment areas by season 


April September October March


6am 9pm 6am 9pm


PATH PED PATH PED


wkdy wkend wkdy wkend wkdy wkend wkdy wkend


0600 2% 1% 1% 1% 0600 2% 0% 1% 0%


0700 4% 3% 2% 1% 0700 4% 2% 2% 1%


0800 7% 6% 4% 3% 0800 6% 6% 3% 2%


0900 9% 9% 5% 3% 0900 7% 10% 5% 4%


1000 9% 9% 6% 5% 1000 9% 10% 6% 5%


1100 9% 11% 7% 6% 1100 9% 11% 8% 8%


1200 8% 10% 9% 7% 1200 9% 11% 9% 10%


1300 7% 9% 9% 7% 1300 9% 10% 10% 13%


1400 7% 8% 8% 9% 1400 9% 10% 9% 11%


1500 7% 8% 8% 9% 1500 8% 10% 8% 8%


1600 7% 7% 7% 9% 1600 8% 8% 7% 7%


1700 7% 6% 7% 8% 1700 7% 5% 6% 6%


1800 7% 5% 7% 8% 1800 6% 3% 7% 6%


1900 5% 4% 7% 8% 1900 4% 2% 7% 6%


2000 4% 3% 7% 8% 2000 2% 1% 6% 6%


2100 2% 2% 6% 8% 2100 2% 1% 5% 5%


4% 2%0700


8%1500 7%
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Question 2-A







Question 4



































Physical Fitness Test
Report: --- Select another report here ---


California Department of Education
Statewide Assessment Division
Prepared: 5/25/2016 8:41:54 AM 


CDE Home » DataQuest » Report Results 


State: California
County: Calaveras
District: Mark Twain Union Elementary
School: Mark Twain Elementary


2014-15 California Physical Fitness Report
Overall - Summary of Results


Mark Twain Elementary
Additional information can be found at the California Department of Education Physical Fitness Test Web page. 


Physical 
Fitness 
Area


Total 
Tested¹ 


in 
Grade 


5


Number 
Grade 5 


Students 
in HFZ²


% Grade 
5 


Students 
in HFZ


% Grade 
5 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment


% Grade 
5 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment - 
Health 
Risk


Total 
Tested¹ 


in 
Grade 


7


Number 
Grade 7 
Students 
in HFZ²


% Grade 
7 


Students 
in HFZ


% Grade 
7 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment


% Grade 
7 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment - 
Health 
Risk


Total 
Tested¹ 


in 
Grade 


9


Number 
Grade 9 
Students 
in HFZ²


% Grade 
9 


Students 
in HFZ


% Grade 
9 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment


% Grade 
9 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment - 
Health 
Risk


Aerobic 
Capacity 48 26 54.2 43.8 2.0 80 71 88.8 7.5 3.7 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0


Body 
Composition 48 25 52.1 14.6 33.3 80 63 78.8 11.2 10.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0


Abdominal 
Strength 48 39 81.2 18.8 N/A 80 79 98.8 1.2 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A


Trunk 
Extension 
Strength 


48 43 89.6 10.4 N/A 80 79 98.8 1.2 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A


Page 1 of 2Physical Fitness Test Results (CA Dept of Education)


5/25/2016http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Summary2011.aspx?r=0&t=1&y=2014-15&c=05615726003461&n=0000


Question 5-A







Upper Body 
Strength 


48 28 58.3 41.7 N/A 80 54 67.5 32.5 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A


Flexibility 48 30 62.5 37.5 N/A 80 66 82.5 17.5 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A


¹ Includes partially tested students
² HFZ is an acronym for Healthy Fitness Zone a registered trademark of The Cooper Institute
** To protect confidentiality scores are not shown when the number of students tested is 10 or less
N/A Not applicable
The PFT is based on the FITNESSGRAM/ACTIVITYGRAM software, owned by the Cooper Institute, Dallas, TX, and published by Human Kinetics, Champaign, IL. The PFT 
is created and copyrighted by the California Department of Education (CDE) under a license agreement with Human Kinetics. The FITNESSGRAM is a registered trademark 
of The Cooper Institute.
The PFT performance standards are available on the CDE FITNESSGRAM: Healthy Fitness Zone Charts Web page. Information about the FITNESSGRAM is available on 
the Human Kinetics Web site (Outside Source). 


Questions: High School and Physical Fitness Assessment Office | pft@cde.ca.gov | 916-445-9449


California Department of Education
1430 N Street
Sacramento, CA 95814


Web Pol icy


Page 2 of 2Physical Fitness Test Results (CA Dept of Education)
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Physical Fitness Test
Report: --- Select another report here ---


California Department of Education
Statewide Assessment Division
Prepared: 5/25/2016 8:43:31 AM 


CDE Home » DataQuest » Report Results 


State: California
County: Calaveras
District: Bret Harte Union High
School: Bret Harte Union High


2014-15 California Physical Fitness Report
Overall - Summary of Results


Bret Harte Union High
Additional information can be found at the California Department of Education Physical Fitness Test Web page. 


Physical 
Fitness 
Area


Total 
Tested¹ 


in 
Grade 


5


Number 
Grade 5 


Students 
in HFZ²


% Grade 
5 


Students 
in HFZ


% Grade 
5 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment


% Grade 
5 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment - 
Health 
Risk


Total 
Tested¹ 


in 
Grade 


7


Number 
Grade 7 
Students 
in HFZ²


% Grade 
7 


Students 
in HFZ


% Grade 
7 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment


% Grade 
7 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment - 
Health 
Risk


Total 
Tested¹ 


in 
Grade 


9


Number 
Grade 9 
Students 
in HFZ²


% Grade 
9 


Students 
in HFZ


% Grade 
9 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment


% Grade 
9 


Students 
in Needs 
Improve- 


ment - 
Health 
Risk


Aerobic 
Capacity 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 163 123 75.5 16.6 7.9


Body 
Composition 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 163 101 62.0 23.9 14.1


Abdominal 
Strength 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 163 154 94.5 5.5 N/A


Trunk 
Extension 
Strength 


0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 163 135 82.8 17.2 N/A
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Upper Body 
Strength 


0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 163 97 59.5 40.5 N/A


Flexibility 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A 163 137 84.0 16.0 N/A


¹ Includes partially tested students
² HFZ is an acronym for Healthy Fitness Zone a registered trademark of The Cooper Institute
** To protect confidentiality scores are not shown when the number of students tested is 10 or less
N/A Not applicable
The PFT is based on the FITNESSGRAM/ACTIVITYGRAM software, owned by the Cooper Institute, Dallas, TX, and published by Human Kinetics, Champaign, IL. The PFT 
is created and copyrighted by the California Department of Education (CDE) under a license agreement with Human Kinetics. The FITNESSGRAM is a registered trademark 
of The Cooper Institute.
The PFT performance standards are available on the CDE FITNESSGRAM: Healthy Fitness Zone Charts Web page. Information about the FITNESSGRAM is available on 
the Human Kinetics Web site (Outside Source). 


Questions: High School and Physical Fitness Assessment Office | pft@cde.ca.gov | 916-445-9449


California Department of Education
1430 N Street
Sacramento, CA 95814


Web Pol icy
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Children and adolescents should do 60 minutes (1 hour) or more of physical activity each 


day.


How much physical activity do children need?


This may sound like a lot, but don't worry! Your child may already be meeting the Physical Activity 


Guidelines for Americans. And, you'll soon discover all the easy and enjoyable ways to help your 


child meet the recommendations. Encourage your child to participate in activities that are age-


appropriate, enjoyable and offer variety! Just make sure your child or adolescent is doing three 


types of physical activity:


1. Aerobic Activity


Aerobic activity should make up most of your child's 60 or more minutes of physical 


activity each day. This can include either moderate-intensity aerobic activity, such as 


brisk walking, or vigorous-intensity activity, such as running. Be sure to include vigorous-


intensity aerobic activity on at least 3 days per week.


2. Muscle Strengthening


Include muscle strengthening activities, such as gymnastics or push-ups, at least 3 days 


per week as part of your child's 60 or more minutes.
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Children and adolescents should do 60 minutes (1 hour) or more of physical activity each


day.


Question 5-B







How much physical activity do adults need?


Physical activity is anything that gets your body moving. According to the 2008 Physical Activity 


Guidelines for Americans, you need to do two types of physical activity each week to improve your 


health–aerobic and muscle-strengthening.


For Important Health Benefits


2 hours and 30 minutes (150 minutes) of moderate-intensity aerobic activity (i.e., brisk 


walking) every week and


muscle-strengthening activities on 2 or more days a week that work all major muscle 


groups (legs, hips, back, abdomen, chest, shoulders, and arms).


Adults need at least:


 1 hour and 15 minutes (75 minutes) of vigorous-intensity aerobic activity (i.e., jogging or 


running) every week aand


muscle-strengthening activities on 2 or more days a week that work all major muscle 


groups (legs, hips, back, abdomen, chest, shoulders, and arms).


 An equivalent mix of moderate- and vigorous-intensity aerobic activity aand


muscle-strengthening activities on 2 or more days a week that work all major muscle 


groups (legs, hips, back, abdomen, chest, shoulders, and arms).
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2 hours and 30 minutes (150 minutes) of moderate-intensity aerobic activity (i.e., brisk 


walking) every week 







INFRASTRUCTURE


Bike Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box1A) Project Costs (Box 1D)


Without Project With Project


Existing 83 $1,985,671
Forecast (1 Yr after completion) 84 174


Commuters Recreational Users ATP Requested Funds (Box 1E)
Existing Trips 1 28
New Daily Trips (estimate) 6 21 $1,985,671
(1 YR aftercompletion) (actual) 6 21


CRASH DATA (Box 1F) Last 5 Yrs Annual Average


Fatal Crashes 0 0
Bike Class Type Bike Class II Injury Crashes 2 0.4


Traffic (AADT) 15,900 PDO 0 0


Pedestrian Projects (Daily Person Trips for All Users) (Box 1B) Y or N
Without Project With Project (Capitalized)


400 Pedestrian countdown signal heads
404 542 Pedestrian crossing


Advance stop bar before crosswalk
Without Project With Project Install overpass/underpass


Existing step counts Raised medians/refuge islands
(600 steps=0.3mi=1 trip) Pedestrian crossing (new signs and markings only) Y
Existing miles walked Pedestrian crossing (safety features/curb extensions)


Pedestrian signals
Safe Routes to School (SR2S) (Box 1C) Total Bike lanes Y


544 Sidewalk/pathway (to avoid walking along roadway) Y
Pedestrian crossing (with enhanced safety features)


125 Pedestrian crossing
Other reduction factor countermeasures


10.00%


21.00%


Average Annual Daily


Project Information Non SR2S Infrastructure


Si
gn
al
ize


d
In
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n


Project Name:
Project Location:


Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes Project, Angels Camp
Route 49 from Route 4 to Stockton, and Route 49 Stanislaus to Bragg


SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES (improvements) (Box 1G)


Non SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost
SR2S Infrastructure Project Cost


Non SR2S Infrastructure
SR2S Infrastructure


Percentage of students that currently walk or bike
to school


Existing


Projected percentage of students that will walk or
bike to school after the project


Ro
ad


w
ay
s


U
ns
ig
na


liz
ed


In
te
rs
ec
tio


n


Forecast (1 YR after project
completion)


Number of student enrollment
Approximate no. of students living along school
route proposed for improvement


Question 6 - B/C Ratio Results







Funds Requested $1,985,671.00
Net Present Cost of Funds Requested $1,909,299.04
Benefit Cost Ratio 1.68


20 Year Invest Summary Analysis


20 Year Itemized Savings


$1,909,299.04
$4,844,205.05


Health


Net Present Cost
$1,985,671.00


$3,208,217.77
1.68


Total Costs


Total Benefits
Net Present Benefit
Benefit Cost Ratio


Safety


$1,829,181.00
$454,280.96


$91,840.78
$738,316.08


Gas & Emissions


Mobility


Recreational $1,730,586.24








This phase is not complete, and the requested documentation is not available at this time.


This attachment is being provided due to a technical flaw with the application that would not allow the


application to be submitted without an attachment in this field.
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application to be submitted without an attachment in this field.
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application to be submitted without an attachment in this field.













B19013 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014 INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)


Universe: Households
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Data and Documentation section.


Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community Survey website in the Methodology section.


Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and estimates of housing units for states and counties.


Block Group 1, Census Tract 1.20,
Calaveras County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 1.21,
Calaveras County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 1.21,
Calaveras County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 Inflation-
adjusted dollars)


60,250 +/-14,944 63,896 +/-7,790 30,313 +/-23,927
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Block Group 3, Census Tract 5.03,
Calaveras County, California


Block Group 1, Census Tract 5.04,
Calaveras County, California


Block Group 2, Census Tract 5.04,
Calaveras County, California


Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median household income in the past 12 months (in 2014 Inflation-
adjusted dollars)


57,750 +/-51,449 35,769 +/-24,748 39,615 +/-80,585


Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is represented through the use of a margin of error. The
value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error
and the estimate plus the margin of error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to nonsampling error (for a
discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these tables.


While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB) definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas;
in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.


Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As a result, data for urban and rural areas from the
ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.


Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates


Explanation of Symbols:


    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated
because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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Service Layer Credits: Source: Esri,
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP, swisstopo,
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Collisions Map
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Legend Collisions displayed were attained using 


the TIMS (Transportation Injury Mapping 
Systems)  to query the SWITRS (Statewide 


Integrated Traffic Records System) 
database for accidents occuring between 
January 1, 2010 and December 31, 2014.
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Melissa McConnell


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC 
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>


Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 4:32 PM
To: Melissa McConnell
Subject: FW: ATP inquiry - Angels Camp


Ms. McConnell, 
 
Thanks for reaching out to the CCC. We are unable to participate in this project, but please include this email with your 
application as proof of contacting us. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Melanie Wallace 
Chief Deputy Analyst 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
O (916)341‐3153 
M (916)508‐1167 
F (877)315‐5085 
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov 
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at: 


 
SaveOurWater.com ∙ Drought.CA.gov 


 


From: Garcia, Ray@CCC  
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 3:43 PM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Cc: Mijares, Marie@CCC <Marie.Mijares@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Subject: RE: ATP inquiry ‐ Angels Camp 
 
Good Afternoon Melanie, 
 
The CCC Stockton Satellite will not be able to assist the City of Angels Camp with this project. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Ray Garcia 
Conservationist II 
California Conservation Corps 
Stockton Satellite 
(209) 948‐7110 
 


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC On Behalf Of ATP@CCC 
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 3:38 PM 
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To: Garcia, Ray@CCC 
Cc: Mijares, Marie@CCC 
Subject: FW: ATP inquiry - Angels Camp 
 
Hi Ray, 
 
Will you please review the attached ATP project information and let me know by Friday if you think Stockton may be 
able to participate? 
 
Thank you, 
 
Melanie Wallace 
916.341.3153 


 


From: Melissa McConnell [mailto:MMcConnell@drakehaglan.com]  
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 3:12 PM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Subject: ATP inquiry ‐ Angels Camp 
 
Dear Ms. Wallace, 
 
On behalf of the City of Angels, please see the attached ATP project information submittal requesting CCC participation 
in the Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes Project. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Melissa McConnell, PE | Project Engineer | Drake Haglan & Associates 
11060 White Rock Road, Suite 200 | Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 | Main Office: 916.363.4210 
Direct Dial: 916.822.3960 | Fax: 916.363.4230 | Email: mmcconnell@drakehaglan.com  
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Melissa McConnell


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2016 4:29 PM
To: Melissa McConnell; atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: ATP inquiry - Angels Camp


Hello Melissa, 
 


Nicholas Mueller of the San Joaquin Regional Conservation Corps has responded that they are able to assist the Route 49 
Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes Project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local 
Corps. The SJRCC can assist with the following:  


 Clearing and Grubbing 
 Sidewalk Landscape 
 Irrigation 


 


Feel free to contact Nicholas Mueller (nmueller@sjcoe.net) directly if your project receives funding.  


 


Thank you, 


Dominique 


 


 
On Mon, May 23, 2016 at 3:10 PM, Melissa McConnell <MMcConnell@drakehaglan.com> wrote: 


Dear Ms. Lofton, 


  


On behalf of the City of Angels, please see the attached ATP project information submittal requesting Local 
Conservation Corps participation in the Route 49 Sidewalk Infill and Bike Lanes Project. 


  


Thank you, 


  


Melissa McConnell, PE | Project Engineer | Drake Haglan & Associates 
11060 White Rock Road, Suite 200 | Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 | Main Office: 916.363.4210 


Direct Dial: 916.822.3960 | Fax: 916.363.4230 | Email: mmcconnell@drakehaglan.com  
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--  
 
Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant 
Environmental & Energy Consulting 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
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